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DECISION ‘OF THE UNITED STATES
WASBHINGTON, D.C. 20848
: : March 20, 1984
FILE: 8-211484. 2 DATE arc
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MATTER O West Coast Fire Service, Inc.--

Reconsideration
DIGEST:

Prior decision is affirmed where request for
reconsideration fails to raise new issues of fact
or to demonstrate that errors of law exist in the
prior decision.

West Coast Fire Service, Inc. (West Coast), requests
that we reconsider our decision, West Coast Fire Service,
Inc., B-211484, December 13, 1983, 83-2 CPD 673, in which we
denied West Coast's claim for bid preparation costs because
of the cancellation of invitation for bids (IFB)

No. F42650-82-B-3337 issued by the Ogden Air Logistics
Center, Hill Air Force Base, Utah. Our prior decision is
affirmed.

In that decision, we pointed out that, because the
cancellation constituted a reasonable exercise of discretion
by the Air Force, West Coast was not entitled to bid
preparation costs. Monitor International, Inc., B-200756,
September 14, 1981, 81-2 CPD 214.

In its request for reconsideration, West Coast
reiterates its previous argument that the Air Force
improperly canceled the subject IFB. In that connection,
West Coast states that the Air Force did not comply with its
own internal rules and regulations.

Even if West Coast is correct in its assertion, :
however, such internal guidelines do not have the force and
effect of law, and their violation provides no basis for
questioning the legality of a cancellation. See Surgical
Instrument Company of America, B-211368, November 18, 1983,
83-2 CPD 583.

Our Office will not reverse or modify our original
decision unless a protester's request for reconsideration
raises new issues of fact or demonstrates that errors of law
exist in that decision. Showcase Corporation--Reconsidera-
tion, B-205903.3, December 7, 1982, 82-2 CPD 508. West

QE32LYG



&7 736

B-211484.2 ' 2

Coast has not raised any new facts or demonstrated any
errors of law that would cause us to reverse or modify our
earlier decision.
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